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Asking  the  Hard  Questions  in  the  2008  Elections 


The  2008  election  season  has  arrived  and  with 
it  an  avalanche  of  news  stories,  campaign 
advertisements,  and  visual  images  about  gas 
prices,  military  policy,  domestic  spying,  and  other 
issues. 

Although  the  debate  so  far  appears  to  be 
generating  more  heat  than  light,  the  election 
season  provides  an  opening  to  listen  to  our 
neighbors  and  start  new  conversations  about 
issues  of  concern  to  all  of  us. 

You  don't  have  to  have  all  the  answers  to  start  a 
discussion.  But  by  asking  new  questions,  or  by 
framing  old  questions  with  a  new  approach,  you 
might  be  able  to  help  your  friends,  neighbors, 
and  colleagues  consider  a  new  perspective  on  old 
issues. 

For  example,  a  group  of  Friends  in  Chapel  Hill, 

NC,  worked  with  other  local  groups  to  organize 
a  "Conversation  about  Peace"  with  the  state's 
candidates  for  the  U.S.  Senate.  In  this  newsletter, 
we  report  on  how  their  idea  for  a  forum  evolved 
into  a  discussion  in  which  candidates  and 
audience  members  with  very  different  perspectives 
were  able  to  learn  from  each  other.  Look  for  that 
article  and  find  out  more  about  how  you  can  Make 
Peace  an  Election- Year  Issue. 

Talking  to  the  candidates  can  sometimes  be  easier 
than  talking  to  our  neighbors.  Yet  one  of  the 
strengths  of  the  FCNL  community  is  that  we  try 
not  to  just  talk  to  ourselves.  Drawing  on  centuries 
of  Friends  practice,  we  try  to  talk  with  —  and 
listen  to  —  everyone,  including  people  with  whom 
we  don't  expect  to  agree. 

In  fact,  the  conversations  with  people  who  don't 
share  your  views  are  probably  as  important  as 


talking  to  the  people  in  your  community  who 
already  agree  with  you.  On  some  issues,  your  local 
efforts  to  listen  closely  to  and  talk  respectfully  with 
people  you  don't  agree  with  can  have  an  impact 
on  federal  policy  in  Washington. 

Should  Gas  Prices  Be  Higher? 

At  a  time  when  gas  prices  are  squeezing  family 
budgets  and  forcing  some  to  change  vacation 
plans,  do  you  feel  comfortable  pointing  out  that 
FCNL  supports  government  policy  that  might  send 
gas  prices  even  higher?  Probably  not. 

Yet  the  spike  in  gas  prices  could  provide  an 
opening  for  talking  about  how  a  combination  of 
individual  actions,  community  commitments,  and 
government  policies  at  the  state  and  local  level 
could  help  the  Earth  and  all  of  us  who  live  on  it. 

Supporting  the  Troops 

We  at  FCNL  see  openings  for  many  other  conver¬ 
sations  as  well.  Do  your  neighbors  agree  that  the 
United  States  should  stop  spending  more  money 
on  the  war  in  Iraq  but  worry  about  how  they  can 
better  support  the  young  men  and  women  in  the 
armed  forces?  In  this  issue  of  the  FCNL  Washington 
Newsletter,  you  can  find  a  discussion  of  how  much 
of  the  money  allocated  to  the  war  in  Iraq  has  gone 
instead  to  high-profit  military  contractors. 

Election-year  conversations  on  immigration  policy 
and  government  spying  also  provide  openings 
for  new  views  on  the  types  of  changes  that  might 
bring  all  of  us  closer  together  as  a  community. 

On  any  of  these  issues,  the  conversation  starts  with 
your  question.  ■ 
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Keys  to  Successful  NC  Candidate  Forum: 
Coalition-Building,  Listening 

A  Friend  listens  to  two  fellow  Quakers  express  their  leadings  on  the 
Iraq  war  during  a  meeting  for  business.  Their  thoughts  resonate  with 
his  concern  that  the  war  is  receiving  insufficient  attention  in  his  state's 
U.S.  Senate  campaign,  and  he  speaks  with  one  of  them  after  meeting. 
They  form  a  committee.  A  few  months  later  their  efforts  culminate  in 
a  candidate  forum  attended  by  more  than  80  people  at  which  the  three 
leading  contenders  for  the  Senate  seat  are  represented. 

How  did  they  get  from  point  A  to  point  B?  By  reaching  out  to  a  broad 
spectrum  of  organizations.  When  Chapel  Hill  (NC)  Friends  Meeting 
members  Tom  Munk  and  Renee  Prillaman  formed  their  Iraq  Peace 
Study  and  Action  Group,  they  tried  inviting  the  candidates  to  a  forum  at 
the  meetinghouse.  But  the  campaigns  weren't  interested  in  such  a  small 
event.  Then  they  took  their  ideas  to  the  Orange  County  Peace  Coalition, 
of  which  the  Chapel  Hill  Meeting  is  part,  and  used  the  coalition's 
contacts  to  reach  out  to  diverse  faith-based  and  political  advocacy 
groups. 

Twenty-three  organizations  signed  a  letter  inviting  the  campaigns  to  a 
"Conversation  about  Peace"  in  a  considerably  larger  venue  at  Carolina 
Friends  School.  Now  they  had  the  candidates'  attention. 

The  resulting  conversation,  which  included  candidate  Jim  Neal,  the 
military  affairs  advisor  for  incumbent  Sen.  Elizabeth  Dole,  and  the 
husband  of  Democratic  challenger  Kay  Hagen,  was  described  by  partic¬ 
ipants  as  informed  and  insightful. 

The  respectful  dialogue  created  for  this  encounter,  explained  Munk, 
allowed  opponents  of  the  war  to  have  a  real  conversation  with 
supporters  of  the  U.S.  military  mission  in  Iraq.  "We  learned  a  lot,"  said 
Munk.  "I  realized  that  it  was  about  information-gathering  as  much  as 
pressuring." 

Organizers  structured  the  event  not  as  a  debate  between  the  candidates 
or  their  representatives  but  rather  as  three  separate  "conversations"  with 
the  speakers  from  the  different  campaigns. 

Prillaman  appreciated  the  speakers'  willingness  to  engage  with  an 
audience  that  they  knew  in  advance  would  not  agree  with  them  on  all 
issues.  For  example,  Prillman  highlighted  the  participation  of  Lindsey 
Neas,  military  advisor  for  Sen.  Dole.  "He  was  quite  remarkable,"  said 
Prillaman.  "He  was  acutely  aware  of  where  he  was  and  who  we  were. 
He  was  never  defensive;  he  was  completely  respectful.  His  willingness 
to  listen  was  very  important  to  us." 

Listening  to  people  with  whom  we  disagree  is  part  of  FCNL's  strategy 
of  working  across  the  political  spectrum.  The  relationship  with  Dole 
nurtured  at  the  "Conversation  about  Peace"  has  continued,  with  FCNL 
staff  visiting  her  Capitol  Hill  offices  and  the  senator  expressing  support 
for  legislation  to  send  civilian  peacebuilders  to  countries  emerging  from 
or  at  risk  of  falling  into  violent  conflict.  ■ 
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Meeting  Faces  Hard  Questions  on  Immigration 


Kara  Newell  is  a  member  ofReedwood  Friends  Church  in 
Portland,  Oregon.  She  is  on  FCNL's  Policy  Committee. 

PORTLAND,  OR  —  An  immigration  raid  that  led 
to  the  arrest  and  orders  for  the  deportation  of  more 
than  100  people  living  in  our  community  has  helped 
focus  attention  here  on  federal  government  policies 
that  tear  families  apart. 

Although  no  one  at  Reedwood  Friends  Church 
was  arrested  during  the  raids,  our  entire 
community  saw  firsthand  the  devastating  impact 
of  this  country's  broken  immigration  policies. 

Here  at  Reedwood  we  hope  that  our  journey 
to  understand  how  this  could  happen  and  the 
questions  we  are  asking  will  help  others  find  their 
own  responses  to  these  policies. 


The  story  in  our  community  is  one  that  has  been 
repeated  in  cities  and  towns  across  the  United  States 
in  the  past  decade.  Although  we  had  read  these 
stories,  the  impact  of  U.S.  immigration  policies 
became  a  lot  more  real  on  June  12,  2007.  On  that 
day  agents  from  U.S.  Immigration  and  Customs 
Enforcement  went  through  three  Portland-area 
plants  belonging  to  Fresh  Del  Monte  Produce, 
asking  people  for  Social  Security  cards  and  other 
documentation  proving  they  were  legally  allowed  to 
work  in  the  United  States. 

Families  Given  Terrible  Choice 

More  than  160  people  could  not  produce  such 
papers  and  were  arrested.  Some  were  deported 
immediately  to  their  home  countries;  others  were 

(continued  on  page  4) 


Reedwood  Friends  Church  Minute  on  Immigration 


"Rich  and  poor  have  this  in  common:  The  Lord  is  the 
Maker  of  them  all."  —  Proverbs  22:2 

Recent  enforcement  actions  in  the  State  of  Oregon  and 
across  the  nation  by  U.S.  Immigration  and  Customs 
Enforcement  (ICE)  have  resulted  in  the  arrest  and  pend¬ 
ing  deportation  of  hundreds  of  people.  Many  of  these 
people  have  committed  no  crime  other  than  tlmt  of  com¬ 
ing  without  documentation  to  the  United  States  in  order 
to  find  work  and  provide  for  their  families.  Those  arrest¬ 
ed  now  face  losing  all  that  they  have  earned  through 
years  of  toil,  and  their  families  are  being  ripped  apart. 

Many  of  those  recently  arrested  have  been  working  here 
for  years  and  have  school  age  children  who  were  born 
here  and  are  citizens  of  the  United  States  of  America. 

In  many  cases  these  children  have  been  asked  to  make 
a  decision  whether  to  be  deported  to  a  foreign  country 
with  their  parents,  or  remain  in  the  United  States  in 
foster  care.  These  citizens  of  the  United  States  must  now 
choose  between  relinquishing  their  birthrights  in  order 
to  remain  with  their  parents,  or  remaining  in  their  home 
country  and  being  separated  from  their  parents  for  the 
foreseeable  future. 


As  Christians  and  Quakers  we  declare  that  such  treat¬ 
ment  of  our  fellow  human  beings  is  inhumane,  and  that 
the  policies  which  have  dictated  this  course  of  action  are 
abhorrent  and  unconscionable  to  us. 

We  ask  that  our  elected  political  leaders  put  an  end  to 
these  intolerable  and  unconscionable  practices  and  con¬ 
ditions.  A  just  and  workable  program  offering  legal  sta¬ 
tus  to  those  caught  up  in  this  situation,  and  legal  oppor¬ 
tunities  for  those  who  want  to  remain  here  to  work,  is 
one  way  to  heal  the  wounds  our  society  has  inflicted 
upon  these,  our  brothers  and  sisters,  and  upon  itself. 

We  have  heard  the  command  of  God  through  Moses, 
"Treat  the  alien  as  one  of  you,  because  you  were  aliens 
in  Egypt."  We  are  also  mindful  of  the  zwrds  of  Jesus 
Christ,  "As  you  have  done  to  the  least  of  these,  you  have 
done  to  me. " 

This  minute  was  approved  March  30,  2008,  at 
Reedwood  Friends  Church's  monthly  meeting, 
which  adopted  it  on  the  understanding  that  it 
represented  the  beginning  of  a  dialogue,  not  an 
endpoint.  It  was  sent  to  Oregon's  media  and 
congressional  delegation. 
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Immigration  (continued  from  page  3) 

given  electronic  "bracelets"  to  wear  and  told  to 
appear  at  deportation  hearings. 

Children  came  home  to  find  that  their  fathers  had 
disappeared  or  that  their  mothers  had  been  forced  to 
wear  an  electronic  bracelet  while  they  waited  for  a 
deportation  hearing. 

What  some  of  us  at  Reedwood  didn't  understand 
until  these  raids  is  that  many  of  the  children  of  these 
hard-working,  tax-paying  families  (some  of  whom 
have  lived  in  the  United  States  for  more  than  a 
decade)  were  born  here  and  are  U.S.  citizens.  Each 
of  these  families  is  now  faced  with  a  terrible  choice: 
Do  they  take  their  children  with  them  to  a  country 
that  will  offer  them  fewer  economic  and  professional 
opportunities  or  do  they  leave  the  children  behind 
in  foster  care  in  the  only  country  they  have  ever 
known? 

At  Reedwood  we  have  felt  led  to  declare  our 
opposition  to  these  policies  that  are  tearing  families 
apart  (see  our  minute  in  the  box  on  page  3).  We  are 
calling  on  our  elected  leaders  to  end  these  policies 
and  develop  a  just  and  workable  program  offering 
legal  status  to  undocumented  immigrants. 


What  Will  Your  Legacy  Be? 

Politicians  speak  of  "leaving  a  legacy"  in 
national  or  world  affairs.  You  can  create  your 
own  legacy  for  p)eace  and  justice  by  naming 
either  the  Friends  Committee  on  National 
Legislation  or  the  FCNL  Education  Fund  in 
your  will. 

Bequests  enable  friends  of  FCNL  to  underwrite 
the  future  work  and  witness  of  this  organi¬ 
zation.  And  bequests  to  the  FCNL  Education 
Fund  become  a  charitable  contribution  for  your 
estate. 

Want  more  information?  Contact  Caroline 
Slobodzian  at  plannedgivmg@fcnl.org  or 
800-630-1330  x2526. 
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The  Reedwood  Friends  community  is  embracing, 
providing  space  for,  and  helping  to  support  a 
Hispanic  congregation.  We  are  learning  more  about 
the  "others"  in  our  wider  community.  We  have 
invited  some  of  the  women  whose  family  members 
were  arrested  to  meet  with  us  and  tell  their  stories. 
We  have  met  together  in  worship  to  discern  a  way 
forward. 

People  from  Reedwood  have  also  joined  with 
others  in  the  Portland  faith  community  to  protest 
the  treatment  of  these  families.  Our  membership 
includes  employers  who  have  tried  unsuccessfully 
to  gain  legal  immigration  status  for  long-time 
employees  who  are  undocumented. 

Earlier  this  year,  Reedwood  forwarded  our  approved 
minute  on  immigration  to  Northwest  Yearly 
Meeting,  which  is  now  urging  local  churches  to 
consider  this  minute. 

This  process  has  raised  new  questions  for  some 
Friends.  Some  of  us  at  Reedwood  have  heard 
concerns  from  other  Friends  that  the  minute  could 
imply  an  endorsement  of  people  who  are  breaking 
U.S.  laws.  Others  have  pointed  out  that  immigrants 
who  arrive  here  illegally  are  skipping  ahead  of  others 
who  wait  sometimes  for  more  than  a  decade  to  gain 
legal  entry  into  the  United  States. 

We  at  Reedwood  don't  know  what  type  of  federal 
policies  should  be  put  into  place.  We  hear  these 
Friends'  concerns  sympathetically  at  the  same  time 
as  we  acknowledge  that  laws  can  and  often  need  to 
be  changed.  More  important,  we  continue  to  affirm 
that  these  workers  and  their  families  are  all  God's 
people.  As  Christians  and  as  Quakers  we  feel  led 
to  speak  out  against  any  system  that  tears  families 
apart  in  this  manner. 

I  know  from  FCNL  that  the  pace  of  workplace  raids 
has  increased  45-fold  since  2001,  and  yet  Congress 
is  no  closer  to  a  long-term  solution  to  this  country's 
broken  immigration  policies. 

We  began  our  minute  this  year  with  a  quote  from 
Proverbs  (22:2)  and  ended  with  a  commandment 
from  God:  "Treat  the  alien  as  one  of  you,  because 
you  were  aliens  in  Egypt."  ■ 
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Must  We  Choose  between  Safety  and  Freedom? 


The  government  says,  "We  need  tools  to  find  people 
who  intend  us  harm."  Many  citizens  say,  "We  don't 
want  'Big  Brother'  listening  in  on  our  phone  calls 
and  reading  our  email."  Can  the  United  States 
be  safe  without  giving  up  cherished  individual 
liberties? 

Arguing  that  since  September  11,  2001,  protecting 
the  United  States  requires  additional  vigilance. 
President  George  W.  Bush  authorized  a  new  kind 
of  wiretap  on  U.S.  telephone  calls  and  email.  The 
president  felt  the  existing  law,  which  allowed  the 
government  to  monitor  the  calls  of  any  foreigner 
and  listen  in  on  the  calls  of  any  U.S.  citizen  for  up 
to  45  days  before  it  was  required  to  obtain  court 
permission,  was  too  restrictive. 

In  a  secret  order  issued  in  2001,  the  president 
authorized  intelligence  agencies  to  begin  wholesale 
screening  of  electronic  messages  of  everyone  in 
the  United  States  in  order  to  identify  "switching 
patterns"  that  might  indicate  connections  with 
someone  who  could  be  planning  terrorist  activities 
against  the  United  States.  The  megacomputers  at  the 
National  Security  Agency  (NSA)  in  Maryland  now 
scan  and  analyze  billions  of  calls  and  messages  each 
day  as  they  are  routed  through  the  country. 

Gathered  in  that  way,  however,  the  clues  can  be 
misleading  and  can  distract  the  intelligence  agencies 
from  their  mission  of  finding  and  tracking  useful 
information.  And  the  data-gathering  process 
could  hobble  the  efforts  of  individuals  who  might 
otherwise  be  able  to  contribute  to  nonviolent 
solutions  to  ongoing  conflicts. 

Consider  the  situation  of  an  expert  on  the  Middle 
East,  a  pa^.Tist,  who  has  taught  at  a  school  in 
Palestine  and  has  worked  for  decades  with  peace 
groups  in  the  Middle  East  and  in  the  United  States, 
trying  to  bring  about  a  resolution  to  the  violence 
between  Israelis  and  Palestinians. 

What  happens  when  the  NSA  supercomputer  snags 
the  "switching  patterns"  revealed  by  his  telephone 
calls  and  the  routing  of  his  emails?  The  government 
begins  to  monitor  his  calls,  places  him  on  a  watch 
list,  and  treats  him  like  a  suspect.  All  this  can 


happen  before  any  agency  has  sought  a  warrant  to 
intrude  on  his  private  communications,  and  before 
any  human  being  has  examined  their  content. 

As  the  world  grows  smaller,  many  more  of  us  have 
relatives,  friends,  students,  teachers,  and  business 
partners  in  countries  around  the  world.  These 
connections  could  build  bridges  of  understanding 
to  prevent  violence.  But  ironically,  those  personal 
connections  lead  our  own  government  to  suspect  us 
of  evil  intent. 

Rights  versus  safety?  Do  we  have  to  choose  one? 
When  police  respond  to  high  crime  levels  in  a 
neighborhood,  they  face  a  similar  situation.  Should 
they  go  house  to  house,  searching  every  residence 
and  business,  looking  for  clues  of  potential  crimes, 
or  should  they  follow  up  on  clues  gleaned  from 
specific  crimes  already  committed,  prosecute  past 
crimes,  and  dig  deeply  into  information  networks  to 
avert  continued  criminal  activity? 

The  Fourth  Amendment  bans  house-to-house 
, warrantless  searches  on  the  basis  of  crimes  yet  to 
be  discovered,  and  it  should  be  read  to  ban  the 
wholesale  scanning  of  private  communications. 
Indeed,  even  if  such  searches  were  not  banned, 
many  police  agencies  would  find  them  a  poor  use  of 
investigative  time  and  resources,  and  a  strategy  that 
fosters  hostility  rather  than  the  kind  of  cooperation 
that  is  essential  to  solving  crimes. 

This  summer  Congress  approved  a  new  law  tnat 
expands  government  surveillance  powers  to  historic 
levels  and  permits  the  federal  government  to  listen 
in  on  the  calls  and  monitor  the  emails  of  everyone  in 
the  United  States  without  a  warrant,  so  long  as  the 
government  can  argue  that  the  original  focus  of  the 
investigation  was  a  foreign  individual. 

A  constitutional  law  enforcement  approach  to  the 
activities  of  individuals  who  have  participated  in 
or  are  planning  terrorist  activity  is  likely  to  yield 
at  least  as  much  useful  information  as  the  "needle 
in  a  haystack"  approach  favored  by  the  NSA  (and 
approved  by  Congress),  without  violating  the  rights 
and  privacy  of  billions  of  uninvolved  people.  ■ 
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Support  Our  Troops  or 

A  member  of  Congress  whose  Midwest  district 
is  in  economic  distress,  whose  state  needs  federal 
help  with  health  care  and  housing  costs,  and  who 
understands  that  the  United  States  should  never 
have  begun  the  war  in  Iraq,  votes  for  $160  billion 
more  to  continue  the  fighting  there.  Why? 

That  $160  billion  brings  the  total  spending  for  the 
wars  in  Iraq  and  Afghanistan  to  $862  billion.  The 
new  funding  adds  significantly  to  a  military  budget 
that  now  totals  more  than  $600  billion  per  year. 

This  spending  is  stressing  the  U.S.  economy,  piling 
on  debt,  and  diverting  resources  to  an  ill-defined 
military  adventure  and  away  from  our  needs  at 
home  and  other  critical  needs  around  the  world. 

The  Iraq  war  has  already  resulted  in  the  deaths  of 
thousands  of  U.S.  soldiers  and  tens  of  thousands  of 
Iraqis.  But  when  challenged  by  visitors  and  reporters 
from  her  home  district  to  explain  why  she  continues 
to  vote  more  money  for  war,  the  Congress  member 
from  the  Midwest  has  no  satisfactory  answers.  "We 
have  to  support  the  troops,"  she  says. 

Do  these  dollars  indeed  support  our  troops?  Or 
do  they  support  primarily  a  strong  and  growing 
military-industrial-political  complex  that  pulls  this 
country  relentlessly  toward  bigger  war  profits? 

Since  2001  the  annual  federal  government  budget 
for  the  military  has  more  than  doubled.  Although 
the  number  of  active-duty  troops  has  grown  by 
40  percent,  a  small  and  diminishing  portion  of 
our  military  dollars  —  less  than  25  percent  —  is 
committed  to  the  support  of  military  personnel, 
including  personnel  outside  the  war  zones. 

Meanwhile,  spending  on  weapons  procurement, 
research  and  development,  military  construction, 
and  related  items  has  more  than  doubled. 

The  Congressional  Budget  Office  reports  that  the 
portion  of  the  emergency  war  funding  bills  for  Iraq 
and  Afghanistan  devoted  to  buying  new  weapons 
and  other  procurement  has  increased  10-fold  since 
2004. 

Do  these  nonpersonnel  dollars  represent  indirect 
support  for  the  troops,  supplying  them  witli  the 
"weapons  they  need  while  they  are  in  harm's  way?" 
Among  the  items  procured  "to  support  our  troops" 
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Support  Our  Profits? 

are  costly  new  weapons  systems  that  have  nothing  to 
do  with  troops  on  active  duty  now,  including 

■  the  F-35  Joint  Strike  Fighter,  which  is  still  being 
developed  and  is  not  expected  to  be  in  use  until 
after  2013,  and 

■  the  CV-22  Osprey  helicopter,  which  won't  be 
fully  ready  for  delivery  until  2017. 

The  manufacturers  of  these  fighter  planes  and 
weapons  systems  —  Lockheed  Martin,  Boeing, 

BAE  Systems,  Northrop  Grumman,  Raytheon, 
and  General  Dynamics,  to  name  the  top  six  —  are 
heavily  dependent  on  government  contracts  and 
reap  huge  profits  from  them.  The  number  one 
contractor,  Lockheed  Martin,  reported  more  than  $42 
billion  in  revenue  in  2007,  about  91  percent  of  which 
comes  from  the  Pentagon  budget.  Lockheed  also 
reported  a  21.4  percent  return  on  invested  capital  to 
its  shareholders.  The  government  typically  offers 
these  contractors  a  "cost-plus"  agreement:  no  matter 
how  much  manufacturers'  costs  rise,  a  certain  profit 
margin  is  guaranteed. 

With  that  much  business  dependent  on  congressional 
allocations,  these  companies  maintain  hefty  lobbying 
offices  in  Washington.  These  lobbyists  constantly 
point  out  to  members  of  Congress  how  many  jobs 
their  companies  provide  in  each  district.  In  fact, 
investing  the  same  federal  dollars  in  nonmilitary 
fields,  such  as  health  care,  education,  and  mass 
transit,  would  yield  50  percent  to  130  percent  more 
jobs  than  military  spending,  according  to  two 
economists  at  the  University  of  Massachusetts, 
Amherst.  Investing  in  "green  solutions"  to  the 
challenge  of  global  climate  change  would  yield  even 
more  good  jobs. 

But  the  hardest  story  is  the  one  lived  by  families  that 
lost  a  parent,  spouse,  or  child  to  someone  else's  war. 
The  profits  of  the  military  contractors  in  their  towns 
do  nothing  to  help  them.  And  the  government's 
support  of  military  profits  deprives  the  wounded 
soldiers  coming  home  of  adequate  medical,  social, 
and  income  support,  and  completely  leaves  behind 
the  families  of  those  killed  in  this  conflict. 

Many  members  of  Congress  struggle  to  sort  out  the 
hard  numbers  and  the  hype.  Many  allow  themselves 

(continued  on  page  7) 
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Gas  Prices  (continued  from  page  8) 

Government  can  help.  Hundreds  of  thousands  of 
people  have  already  benefited  from  government 
programs  that  help  low-income  families  pay  the 
rapidly  rising  cost  of  heating  or  cooling  their 
homes  and  feeding  their  children.  These  and  other 
effective  programs  need  to  be  expanded  to  offset 
the  increased  cost  of  energy,  and  they  should  be 
coupled  with  increased  funding  for  home  weather- 
ization  programs  that  reduce  energy  use  in  older 
homes. 

Policy  Must  Take  Long  View 

The  most  effective  government  actions  will  be 
directed  at  long-term  solutions  to  our  nation's 
energy  problems.  So  far.  Congress  has  failed  to  act. 
After  a  short  debate  earlier  this  year.  Congress  failed 
to  enact  strong,  comprehensive  legislation  to  quickly 
and  deeply  reduce  U.S.  greenhouse  gas  emissions 
and  redirect  the  U.S.  economy  toward  a  sustainable 
future. 

As  the  election  approaches,  members  of  Congress 
and  candidates  are  responding  to  the  very  real 
difficulties  that  their  constituents  are  having 
paying  their  energy  costs.  Unfortunately,  debate 
on  the  campaign  trail  is  focused  on  short-term 
fixes  to  lower  the  cost  of  gas,  rather  than  on 
long-term,  sustainable  proposals  that  would  shift 
the  nation  toward  conserving  energy,  improving 
energy  efficiency,  and  increasing  renewable  energy 
production. 


Support  Our  Troops  (continued  from  page  6) 

to  be  boxed  into  a  conundrum,  in  which  they  believe 
they  must  send  more  troops  into  combat  in  order 
to  "support  our  troops."  Our  shared  concern  for 
the  young  men  and  women  from  the  United  States 
who  put  themselves  in  harm's  way  to  follow  the 
president's  orders  should  lead  our  representatives  to 
examine  such  orders  with  great  care.  Out  of  concern 
for  "our  troops,"  members  of  Congress  should  insist 
on  developing  stronger  global  partnerships  and  on 
seeking  nonlethal  means  of  resolving  conflict  before 
committing  even  one  life  to  a  military  cause. 

For  notes  and  references  on  the  sources  used  in 
writing  this  article,see  the  online  version  of  the 
newsletter  at  www.fcnl.org  /  pubs  / .  ■ 


The  United  States  has  the  resources,  creativity,  and 
know-how  needed  to  reach  these  goals.  Congress, 
however,  has  so  far  lacked  the  political  will  to  enact 
strong,  comprehensive  legislation  to  quickly  and 
deeply  reduce  U.S.  energy  consumption. 

One  of  the  most  effective  strategies  for  addressing 
the  energy  crisis,  bringing  down  energy  costs  for 
struggling  workers,  and  protecting  the  planet 
would  be  for  the  United  States  to  improve  energy 
efficiency,  increase  renewable  energy  production, 
and  help  other  countries  do  the  same.  For  this 
reason,  we  at  FCNL  have  also  advocated  for 
carbon-tax  shifting,  although  that  might  drive  gas 
prices  even  higher  (see  the  September  2007  FCNL 
Washington  Nezvsletter),  as  a  fair  way  to  reduce 
greenhouse  gas  emissions. 

You  can  help  in  this  election  season  —  while  conver¬ 
sations  on  issues  make  local  news  —  by  urging 
others  in  your  community  to  support  legislative 
proposals  that  would  require  electric  utilities  to 
produce  at  least  20  percent  of  the  electricity  from 
renewable  resources  by  2020,  mandate  a  reduction 
in  greenhouse  gas  emissions  of  at  least  25  percent 
below  1990  levels  by  2020,  and  provide  assistance  to 
help  other  countries  adapt  to  climate  change.  ■ 


Early  Bird  Registration  for  Annual 
Meeting,  November  13-16, 2008 

Two  weeks  after  the  November  elections, 
FCNL's  governors,  supporters,  and  friends 
will  gather  in  Washington,  DC,  to  talk  about 
opportunities  and  challenges  in  the  next 
Congress,  set  priorities,  and  share  skills 
and  experiences  from  our  work  around  the 
country. 

Confirmed  speakers  include  long-time  White 
House  correspondent  Helen  Thomas,  former 
USA  Today  diplomatic  reporter  and  Iran  expert 
Barbara  Slavin,  and  several  of  the  interns 
participating  in  an  intern  reunion. 

Register  by  October  10  and  save  $30  off  the 
regular  rate! 

Find  out  more  and  register  online  at  www. 
fcnl.org/  am/ann_meeting2(X)8.htm  or  call 
800-630-1330. 
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Is  the  High  Price  of  Gas  an  Opportunity? 


In  your  neighborhood  and  across  the  country,  high 
gas  prices  are  causing  pain  for  many  individuals, 
families,  and  local  businesses.  As  this  newsletter 
was  being  written  in  August,  the  price  of  regular 
unleaded  gas  had  only  recently  dropped  below  $4  a 
gallon  and  diesel  was  pushing  $5  a  gallon  in  many 
parts  of  the  country. 

These  prices  are  straining  family  budgets,  forcing 
some  people  to  reconsider  vacations  and  other 
travel,  and  driving  up  the  cost  of  food  and  other 
goods  that  need  to  be  transported. 

The  price  of  gas  is  also  provoking  new  discussion 
about  energy  consumption  and  conservation  around 
kitchen  tables  and  among  political  leaders,  the 
media,  and  candidates  for  elected  office. 

Discussions  about  gas  prices  in  your  commun'* 
provide  an  opportunity  to  help  your  friends  and 
family,  your  elected  representatives,  and  members 
of  the  media  think  beyond  their  current  pain  at  the 
pump  to  forge  a  U.S.  energy  policy  that  will  reduce 
long-term  pain  for  all  of  us. 

Decision-Making  Based  on  Energy  Cost 

The  rising  cost  of  gas  is  encouraging  individuals, 
families,  and  businesses  to  conserve  energy  and 
reduce  their  consumption.  The  American  Public 
Transportation  Association  reports  that  people  are 
driving  less,  using  public  transportation  where  it 
is  available,  and  taking  vacations  closer  to  home  if 
at  ail. 


The  rising  cost  of  gas  has  become  one  of  the  primary 
factors  people  take  into  account  when  they  choose 
how  to  get  to  work,  what  type  of  food  to  buy,  where 
they  live,  and  what  type  of  community  they  want 
to  live  in.  The  longer  gas  prices  remain  at  this  level 
or  higher,  the  more  long-term  decisions  people  will 
make  with  energy  conservation  in  mind.  According 
to  some  economists,  the  price  people  in  the  United 
States  pay  for  gasoline,  although  it  seems  high 
today,  doesn't  begin  to  cover  the  full  social  cost  of 
our  oil  consumption  (see  the  September  2006  FCNL 
Washington  Newsletter). 

Rising  demand  also  could  lead  to  more  focus  on 
transportation  and  fuel-efficiency  from  business 
leaders  and  companies.  Already,  companies 
are  looking  into  green  buildings  and  adjusting 
^  ackaging  to  save  transportation  costs.  Ford  Motor 
Company  is  just  one  automaker  shifting  some  of 
its  factories  to  produce  more  fuel-efficient  cars  and 
fewer  trucks  and  SUVs. 

Real  Pain  for  Some 

The  rising  cost  of  gas  is  also  causing  real  pain  for 
the  poorest  people  in  this  country.  Not  everyone 
has  the  option  of  replacing  an  old  gas-guzzler  with 
a  shiny  new  hybrid.  People  with  minimum-wage 
jobs  or  fixed  incomes  can't  always  afford  to 
move  closer  to  their  jobs,  buy  energy-conserving 
appliances,  or  make  other  investments  that  will 
save  energy  in  the  future. 


(continued  on  page  7) 


